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SBC Response Letter attached hereto as Exhibit D. Finally, just yesterday, on March 3, 2005, SBC
issued another Accessible Letter Number CLECALLO5-037, which invalidly restricts XQ's ability to review
and copy data related to Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 wire center business line and fiber-based collocator
counts. See SBC Accessible Letters, attached hereto as Exhibit A.

SBC’s blatant disregard of Commission direction is evidenced simply and clearly by SBC's own
written words as set forth in the Accessible Letters:

“The eftect of the TRO Remand Order on New, Migration or Move LSHs for these
affected elements is operative notwithstanding interconnection agreements or
applicable tariffs”

(emphasis added). SBC makes no attempt to hide its strategy to thwart XO’s attempts to fully comply
with the TRRO and to ensure a seamless transition of its customers off affected elements. In the TRRO,
the Commission reguired ILECs and CLECS to, in good faith, amend their 1CAs to incorporate the
Commission’s most recent rule changes. Specifically, 1 233 of the TRRO clearly states that “[the
Commission] expect[s] that incumbent LECs and competing carriers will implement the
Commission’s findings as directed by Section 252 of the Act. Thus, carriers must implement
changes to their interconnection agreements consistent with our conclusions in this Order”
(emphasis added and footnotes omitted). The Commission elaborates on this obligation by stating that
"the incumbent LEC and competitive LEC must negotiate in good faith regarding any rates, terms,
and conditions necessary to implement aur rule changes” (emphasis added and footnotes omitted).
The TRRQ does not create exceptions to this premise or unilaterally permit SBC to pick and choose
which of the Commission rule changes must be incorporated into its ICA with XO and which it can
unilaterally implement without negotiation or discussion. Such position is clearly violative of the TRRO.

The Commission further clarified in the TRRO that parties were to rely on ICA amendment
process to incorporate its changes, including ail transitional provisions, explicitly referencing carriers’ use
of the change of law provisions in their ICAs. Indeed, the Commission emphasized that “carriers have
twelve months from the effective date of this Order to modify their interconnection agreements,
including completing any change of law processes.” See TRRO 1 143 and 196. SBC’s position that
the rule changes promulgated by the Comrmission in the TRRO are self effectuating, and that XO is
required to enter into the SBC form ICA amendment by March 10, 2005, a day before the effective date
of the TRRO, and rnore than one year prior 1o the date authorized under the TRROQ, is clearly without
basis and wholly inconsistent with TRRO 1] 143 and 196. SBC's position is further undermined by the
language in TRRO 4] 145 and 198, which state that

“the transition mechanism adopted here is simply a default process, and pursuant
to Section 252(a)(1), carriers remain free to negotiate alternative arrangements
superseding this transition period. The transition mechanism also does not
replace or supersede any commercial arrangements carriers have reached for the
continued provision of . . . facilities or services.”

SBC’s contentions that it can unilaterally implement the transitional provisions set forth in the TRRO fly in
the face of this Commission construct, which by its clear terms allows for the replacement of the stated
transition mechanism with terms negotiated or arbitrated between the parties. This Commission construct
clearly contemplates nothing less than full bilateral negotiations between the parties of all “rates, terms
and conditions necessary to implement the {Commission’s] rule changes.” See TRRO ¥ 233
{emphasis added).

It is also important to emphasize that the Commission explicitly elected to etfectuate its rule
changes through the ICA Amendment process, recognizing that these ICAs already provide for a
mechanism for incoerporating changes in the law, and that such changes will take some period of time to
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complete. The Commission has aptly embraced these change of law mechanisms by requiring carriers to
follow their own negotiated processes in order to give effect to the new Commission rules. Also
recognized by the Gommission decision is that until the change of law process, and resulting
negotiations, are completed, albeit within the time frames prescribed in the TRRO, the ICA terms and
conditions as previously negotiated and agreed by the respective parties must continue to govern without
interruption or alteration. As such, SBC cannot now attempt to circumvent the very terms it negotiated
with XO in direct contravention of Commission rules simply because it feels it would benefited by doing
sa. The Commission has explicitly set forth a process to incorporate its new rule changes into existing
ICAs, and SBC must be made to follow that procedure.

As such, we now respectively request that the Bureau take whatever steps are necessary to
ensure SBC complies with the clear directives of the Commission in the TRRQ. SBC must not be
permitted to steamroll this process, placing XO and its customers in further jeopardy. Conversely, XO
has no interest in unreasonably delaying the complete implementation of the Commission’s rules. Quite
to the contrary, it is XO’s hope to quickly and smoothly implement ali required rule changes so that its
customers can be seamlessly transitioned to new service arrangements where necessary and without
interruption. Indeed, as referenced above, XO has aiready sent requests to SBC for negotiation of the
necessary amendments to their I(CAs, as well as a request for the business line and fiber-based collocator
counts te support SBC’s Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 wire center determinations. Despite XO's good faith
requests consistant with the process set forth in the TRRO, however, SBC continues to refuse to engage
X0 in good faith negotiations, and after first refusing to provide any of the back-up data underlying its wire
center determinations, has unduly restricted access to such back-up data to counsel only, “copying
prohibited,” inappropriately relying on the Protective Order issued by the Commission in the TRRO
proceeding. See SBC Response at pp 3-4, SBC Accessible Letter dated March 3, 2005. Indeed, as
contemplated by Y] 155 of the 1996 Local Competition Order, CC Docket Nos. 96-98, 95-185, SBC must
be required to permit access to such back-up data to XO without such restrictions as such data is
necessary for XO to verity SBC’s wire center determinations and fully and effectively negotiate the
required ICA amendments. SBC's blatant refusal to work with XO in good faith to implement the
provisions of the TRRO must not be tolerated. SBC’s actions again demonstrate its bad faith as it
continues to place unreasonable and inappropriate impediments in the way of its competitors, and in
violation of application federal rules. After more than 9 years of delays and excuses, it is time for SBC to
fulfill its obligations as required by clear Commission order.

As you are aware, this is a tenuous time for small and mid-sized competitive telecommunications
carriers, with new mega mergers and consolidations announced almost weekly, and large carriers
continuing to dominate the marketplace. it is thus imperative that ILECs, like SBC, be required to comply
with the law so competitive LECs can have the certainty they need to ensure uninterrupted, cost effective,
quality service to their customers.

Thank you for you prompt attention to this matter,

Sincerely,
Poiter F1 e,
Christopher McKee

X0O Communications, Inc.
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Accessible

Date: February 11, 2005 Number: CLECALL05-019
Effective Date: N/A Category: Loop-Transport

Subject: (BUSINESS PROCESSES) SBC’s' Implementation of the FCC TRO Remand Order for
Unbundiled High-Capacity Loops and Unbundled Dedicated Transport — Order Rejection

Related Letters: [CLECALL05-020 Attachment: Yes (4)
Loop/Transport Price
Increase/Transition Period;
CLECALLO5-016 SBC Interim
“UNE-P Replacement”
Commercial Offering;
CLECALLO05-018 Letter Re:
ULS/UNE-P Price
Increase/Transition Period; and
CLECALLO5-017 Order Rejection
ULS-UNE-P]

States Impacted: 13-States

Issuing SBC ILECS: SBC Indiana, SBC Ohio, SBC Michigan, SBC Wisconsin, SBC California, SBC
Nevada , SBC Arkansas, SBC Illinois, SBC Kansas, SBC Missouri, SBC
Oklahoma, SBC Texas and SBC Cannecticut

Response Deadline; N/A Contact: Account Manager
Conference Call/Meeting: N/A

To: SBC's Local Wholesale Customers

On February 4, 2005, the FCC issued its “TRO Remand Order”, concerning the provision of
unbundied network elements. As set forth in the TRO Remand Order, specifically in Rule
51.319(a)(6), as of March 11, 2005, CLECs “"may not obtain,” and SBC and other ILECs are not
required to provide access to Dark Fiber Loops on an unbundled basis to requesting
telecommunications carriers. The TRC Remand Order also finds, specifically in Rules
51.319(a)(4), (a)(5) and 51.319(e), that, as of March 11, 2005, CLECs “may not obtain,” and
SBC and other ILECs are not required to provide access to DS1/DS3 Loops or Transport or Dark
Fiber Transport on an unbundled basis to requesting telecommunications carriers under certain
circumstances. Therefore, as of March 11, 2005, in accordance with the TRO Remand Order,
CLECs may not place, and SBC will no longer provision New, Migration or Move Local Service
Requests {LSRs) for affected elements.

There are different impairment findings in the TRO Remand Order for each category of elements
addressed by this Accessible Letter. Tao address the differences and to ensure clarity, SBC has
included separate attachments for DS1 and DS3 Unbundled High Capacity Loops, DS1 and DS3
Unbundied Dedicated Transport (UDT), Unbundled Dark Fiber Loops and Dark Fiber Unbundled
Dedicated Transport. Please refer to the appropriate attachment to determine how orders for
each category of elements will be treated in light of the TRO Remand Order.

' References to “SBC™ in this Accessible Letter encompass, as applicable, the Issning SBC ILECs identified at the
beginning of this letter.




The effect of the TRO Remand Order on New, Migration or Move LSRs for these affected elements
is operative notwithstanding interconnection agreements or applicable tariffs.

Should you have any questions regarding this implementation notice, please contact your Account
Manager.




CLECALLO5-019

LOOPS ATTACHMENT: Implementation Plan for DS1 and DS3 High-Capacity Loops —
Order Rejection,

New Local Service Requests (LSRs).

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 2005, you are no longer
authorized to place, nor will SBC accept New, Migration or Move LSRs for DS1 or DS3 High-
Capacity Loops in excess of the caps established by Rule 51.319(a)(4) and 51.319(a)(5) or in
service areas served by Wire Centers meeting the criteria set forth by the FCC in its TRO Remand
Order, Rules 51.319(a)(4)and 51.319(a)(5) (“Affected DS1 and DS3 High-Capacity Loops”}. Any
New, Migration or Move LSRs placed for Affected DS1 or DS3 High-Capacity Loops on or after
March 11, 2005 will be rejected.




CLECALLO5-019

TRANSPORT ATTACHMENT: Implementation Plan for DS1 and DS3 Dedicated Transport

- Order Rejection.
New Local Service Requests (LSRs).

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand COrder, i.e., March 11, 2005, you are no longer
authorized to place, nor will SBC accept New, Migration or Move LSRs for DS1 or DS3 Dedicated
Transport in excess of the caps established by Rule 51.319(e)(2)(ii) and Rule 51.319({e)(2)(iii) or
on routes between Wire Centers meeting the criteria set forth by the FCC in its TRO Remand
Order, Rule 51.319(e)(2)(ii) and Rule 51.319(e)(2)(iii) ("Affected DS1 or DS3 Dedicated
Transport”). Any New, Migration or Move LSRs placed for Affected DS1 or DS3 Dedicated
Transport on ar after March 11, 2005 will be rejected.

[ o s



CLECALLO5-019

DARK FIBER LOOPS ATTACHMENT: Implementation Plan for Dark Fiber Loops— Order
Rejection.

New Local Service Requests (LSRs).

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 2005, pursuant to Rule
51.315(a)(6), you are no longer authorized to place, nor will SBC accept New, Migration or Move
LSRs for Dark Fiber Loops. Any New, Migration or Move LSRs placed for Dark Fiber Loops on or
after March 11, 2005 will be rejected.




CLECALLO5-019

DARK FIBER TRANSPORT ATTACHMENT: Implementation Plan for Dark Fiber Dedicated
Transport~ Order Rejection.

New Local Service Requests (LSRs).

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 2005, pursuant to Rule
51.319(e)(iv), you are no longer authorized to place, nor will SBC accept New, Migration or Move
LSRs for Dark Fiber Dedicated Transport in service areas between Wire Centers meeting the
criteria set forth by the FCC in its TRO Remand Order (“Affected Dark Fiber Dedicated Transport”).
Any New, Migration or Move LSRs placed for Affected Dark Fiber Dedicated Transport served by
these Wire Centers on or after March 11, 2005 will be rejected.




Accessible
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Date: February 11, 2005 Number: CLECALLD5-020
Effective Date: N/A Category: Loop-Transport

Subject: (BUSINESS PROCESSES) SBC’s' Implementation of the FCC TRO Remand Order for
Unbundled High-Capacity Loops and Unbundled Dedicated Transport - Transition Plan

Reiated Letters: [CLECALLO5-019 Attachment: Yes (5)
Loop/Transport Order Rejection;
CLECALLO5-016 SBC Interim
“UNE-P Replacement”
Commercial Offering;
CLECALLO5-018 Letter Re:
ULS/UNE-P Price
Increase/Transition Period; and
CLEC ALLO5-017 Order Rejection
ULS-UNE-P]

States Impacted: 13-States

Issuing SBC ILECS: SBC Indiana, SBC Ohio, SBC Michigan, SBC Wisconsin, SBC California, SBC
Nevada , SBC Arkansas, SBC Illinois, SBC Kansas, SBC Missouri, SBC
Oklahoma, SBC Texas and SBC Connecticut

Response Deadline: March 10, 2005 Contact: Account Manager
Conference Call/Meeting: N/A

To: SBC's Local Wholesale Customers

This letter is to share with you SBC's plans to implement the FCC's February 4, 2005 TRO Remand
Order, as it pertains to Unbundled Dedicated Transport and Unbundled High-Capacity Loops.
These plans have been developed in accordance with the TRO Remand Order and are described in
element-specific attachments to this Accessible Letter with respect to the following two areas as
outlined in the TRO Remand Order: 1) the applicable Transition Period for the Embedded Base
and 2) the applicable Transition Pricing for the Embedded Base. There are different transition
periods defined and different impairment findings in the TRO Remand Order for each category of
elements addressed by this Accessible Letter. To address the differences and to ensure clarity,
SBC has set forth the different implementation plans in separate attachments for DS1 and DS3
High Capacity Loops, DS1 and DS3 Unbundied Dedicated Transport (UDT), Dark Fiber Loops and
Dark Fiber Unbundled Dedicated Transport.

As explained in CLECALL0O5-019, as of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11,
2005, you are no longer authorized to send, and SBC will no longer accept, New, Migration or
Move LSRs for unbundled high-capacity loops or transport, as is more specifically set forth in that
Accessible Letter, and such orders will be rejected.

Your embedded base of the affected high-capacity toop and transport elements will be treated as
is more specifically set forth in the attachments to this Letter, as per the requirements of the TRO
Remand Order. Also attached is a sampie amendment to your Interconnection Agreement. A
signature-ready Amendment and instructions will be available on CLEC-Online

' References to “SBC™ in this Accessible Letter encompass, as applicable, the Issuing SBC ILECs identified at the
beginning of this letter,




(https://clec.sbc.com/clec) not later than February 21, 2005, for you to download, print, complete
and return to SBC.  Please sign and return the Amendment to SBC by March 10, 2005.
Paragraph 233 of the Order requires good faith negotiations regarding implementation of the rule
changes and implementation of the conclusions adopted in the Qrder.

Should you have any questions regarding this implementation notice, please contact your Account
Manager.

&)

FinalLand T
ample Amendment.




CLECALLO5-020
LOOPS ATTACHMENT: Implementation Plan for DS1 and DS3 High-Capacity Loops.

Transition Period for the Embedded Base.

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 2005, SBC is no longer
obligated to provide unbundled access to DS1 or DS3 High-Capacity Loops in excess of the caps
established by Rule 51.319(a)(4) and 51.319(2)(5) or in service areas served by Wire Centers
meeting the criteria set forth by the FCC in its TRO Remand Order, Rules 51.319(a)(4)and
51.319(a)(5) (“Affected Unbundied DS1 and DS3 High-Capacity Loops”).

As established by the TRO Remand Order, the transition period for the Affected Unbundled DS1
and DS3 High-Capacity Loops is 12 months. This 12-month transition period will begin on March
11, 2005 and end on March 11, 2006. During this 12-month transition period, your Company will
be responsible for the transition of Affected DS1 and DS3 High-Capacity Loops to an alternative
service arrangement. To the extent that there are CLEC embedded base Affected DS1 or DS3
High-Capacity Loops in place at the conclusion of the 12-month transition period, SBC will convert
them to a Special Access month-to-month service under the applicable access tariffs.

Transition Pricing for the Embedded Base,

The TRO Remand Crder authorizes SBC to modify rates for embedded base Affected Unbundled
DS1 and DS3 High-Capacity Loops to equal the higher of (1) the rate your company paid for such
high-capacity loops as of June 15, 2004 plus 15% or (2) the rate the state commission has
established or establishes, if any, between June 16, 2004 and March 11, 2005 for such high-
capacity loops, plus 15%.




CLECALLO5-020

TRANSPORT ATTACHMENT: Implementation Plan for DS1 and DS3 Unbundied Dedicated
Transport (UDT).

Transition Period for the Embedded Base.

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 2005, SBC is no longer
obligated to provide unbundled access to DS1 or DS3 UDT in excess of the caps established by
Rule 51.319(e)(2)(ii) and 51.319(e)(2)(iii) or on routes between pairs of Wire Centers meeting
the criteria set forth by the FCC in its TRO Remand Order, Rules 51.319(e}{2)(ii) and
51.319(e)(2)(iii) (“Affected Unbundled DS1 and DS3 High-Capacity Loops”).

As established by the TRO Remand Order, the transition period for Affected DS1 and DS3 UDT is
12 months. This 12-month transition period will begin on March 11, 2005 and end on March 11,
2006. During this 12-month transition period, your Company will be responsible for the transition
of Affected DS1 and DS3 UDT facilities to an alternative service arrangement. To the extent that
there are CLEC embedded base Affected DS1 or DS3 UDT facilities in place at the conclusion of
the 12-month transition period, SBC will convert them to a Special Access month-to-month
service under the applicable access tariffs.

Transition Pricing for the Embedded Base.

The TRO Remand Order authorizes SBC to modify rates for Affected DS1 and DS3 UDT to equal
the higher of (1) the rate your company paid for such UDT facilities as of June 15, 2004 plus 15%
or (2) the rate the state commission has established or establishes, if any, between June 16, 2004
and March 11, 2005 for such UDT facilities loops, plus 15%.




CLECALLO5-020

DARK FIBER LOOPS ATTACHMENT: Implementation Plan for Dark Fiber High-Capacity
Loops.

Transition Period for the Embedded Base.

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 2005, SBC is no longer
obligated to provide unbundled access to Dark Fiber High-Capacity Loops. As defined in the TRO
Remand Order, the transition period for unbundled Dark Fiber High-Capacity Loops is 18 months.
This 18-month transition period will begin on March 11, 2005 and end on September 11, 2006.
During this 18-month transition period, your Company will be responsible for the removal of
services you are providing over these unbundled Dark Fiber High-Capacity Loops and for returning
the Loops to SBC. To the extent that there are CLEC embedded base unbundled Dark Fiber High-
Capacity Loops in place at the conclusion of the 18-month transition period, SBC will disconnect
such facilities.

Transition Pricing for the Embedded Base.

The TRO Remand Order authorizes rates for embedded base unbundted Dark Fiber High-Capacity
Loops to be modified to a rate equal to the higher of (1) the rate your company paid for such Dark
Fiber High-Capacity Loops as of June 15, 2004 plus 15% or (2) the rate the state commission has
established or establishes, if any, between June 16, 2004 and March 11, 2005 for such Loops,
plus 15%.




CLECALLO5-020
DARK FIBER TRANSPORT ATTACHMENT: Implementation Plan for Dark Fiber Transport.

Transition Period for the Embedded Base.

As of the effective date of the TRO Remand Order, i.e., March 11, 2005, SBC is no longer
obligated to provide unbundled access to Dark Fiber UDT on routes between Wire Centers meeting

the criteria set forth by the FCC in its TRO Remand Qrder, Rule 51.319(e)(2)(iv) (“Affected Dark
Fiber UDT").

As established by the TRO Remand Order, the transition period for Affected Dark Fiber UDT is 18
months. This 18-month transition period will begin on March 11, 2005 and end on September 11,
2006. During this 18-month transition period, your Company will be responsible for removing
services you are providing over the Affected Dark Fiber UDT and for returning these facilities to
SBC. To the extent that there are CLEC embedded base Affected Dark Fiber UDT facilities in
place at the conclusion of the 18-month transition period, SBC will disconnect such facilities.

Pricing for the Embedded Base.

The TRO Remand Order authorizes rates for Affected Dark Fiber UDT to be modified to a rate
equal to the higher of (1) the rate your company paid for such facilities as of June 15, 2004 plus
15% or (2) the rate the state commission has established or establishes, if any, between June 16,
2004 and March 11, 2005 for such facilities, plus 15%.
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Accessible
Date: March 3, 2005 Number: CLECALLO5-037
Effective Date: N/A Category: Loop-Transport (UNE)
Subject: (BUSINESS PROCESSES) SBC’s' Loop-Transport Non-Impaired Wire Center
Information

Reiated Letters: CLECALLO5-019 Loop/Transport Order Rejection; Attachment: No
CLECALLO5-020 Loop/Transport Price
Increase/Transition Period; and CLECALLO5-027 and
CLECALL05-031 Loop/Transport Non-Impaired Wire
Center Identification

States Impacted: 13-States

Issuing SBC ILECS: SBC Indiana, SBC Ohio, SBC Michigan, SBC Wisconsin, SBC California,
SBC Nevada , SBC Arkansas, SBC Illinois, SBC Kansas, SBC Missouri,
SBC Oklahoma, SBC Texas and SBC Connecticut

Response Deadline: March 10, 2005 Contact: See Contact in this AL
Conference Call/Meeting: N/A

To: SBC’'s Wholesale Customers

The purpose of this Accessible Letter is to provide additional information regarding the wire
centers that meet the FCC’s non-impairment thresholds for Dedicated DS1, DS3 and Dark Fiber
Transport routes and D51 and DS3 loops as set forth in the FCC's new Rule 51.319 and the
Triennial Review Remand Order (TRRO), released on February 4, 2005. Additionally, to the extent
notice is required under interconnection agreements, this Accessible Letter provides notice that
CLEC-specific collocation data may be disclosed for purposes of impiementing the FCC’s TRRO and
Rule 51.319.

On February 22, 2005, SBC, via Accessible Letters CLECALLO5-027 and CLECALLO5-031,
provided information which identified wire centers where CLECS are not impaired without
unbundled Dedicated DS1, DS3 and Dark Fiber Transport and unbundled DS1 and DS3 loops
under the FCC’s new unbundling criteria, and where CLECs therefore will not be able to order new
facilities as of the effective date of the FCC’s TRRO, i.e., March 11, 2005.

SBC has received requests for additional data regarding 1) the number of ARMIS 43-08 business
lines, business UNE-P lines and UNE-loops and/or 2) the number of unaffiliated fiber-based
collocators in the identified wire centers. SBC is providing such information for the sole purpose
of altowing requesting carriers to fulfill their obligation to conduct the required “reasonably
diligent inquiry” before seif-certifying that any request for high-capacity unbundled loops or
dedicated transport does not include facilities for which there is no impairment. This is to advise
you that such data will be available to counsel pursuant to the Protective Order issued by the FCC
in the TRRO proceeding (DA 04-3152, released September 29, 2004) at the following location:

Kellogg, Huber, Hansen, Todd, Evans and Figel P.L.L.C.
1615 M Street, N.W., Suite 400
Washington, D.C. 20036

Such information will be designated “copying prohibited” pursuant to paragraph 7 of the
Protective Order.

To schedule an appointment to view the information, please call Kevin Walker at 202-367-7820.

' References to "SBC” in this Accessible Letter encompass, as applicable, the Issuing SBC ILECs identified at the
beginning of this letter,
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810 Jorie Boulevard
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Dak Brook, IL 60523
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February 18, 2005

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S. Akard, 9" Finor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

Re: Trienmal Review Remand Order - Accessible Letters

XO Communications, Inc. (*“X0"), has rcecived SBC’s Accessible Letter Number CLECALLOS-
019 and related letiers' regarding the TRO Remand Order dated February 11, 2005 (“Notice”).
In the Notice, SBC states that “as of March 11, 2005, in accordance with the TRO Remand
Order, CLECs may not place, and SBC will no longer provision New, Migration or Move Local
Service Requests (LSRs) for affected elements™ under certain circumstances, including Dark
Fiber Loops or Transport and DS1/D83 Loops or Transport. The Notice further provides that
“[t]he effect of the TRO Remand Order on New, Migration or Move LSRs for these affected
elements is operative notwithstanding interconnection agreements or applicable tariffs,” and any
such LSRs “on or after March 11, 2005 will be rejected.” Neither the FCC nor the parties’
interconnection agreements (“ICAs”) authorize SBC to take such unilateral action without first
amending the ICAs. The Notice, therefore, violates federal law and is an anticipatory breach of
SBC’s agreements with XO.

SBC purports to rely on the recent FCC unbundling order, /z re Unbundled Access to Network
Flements, FCC 04-290, WC Docket No. 04-313 & CC Docket No. 01-338, Order on Remand
(rel. Feb. 4, 2005) (“Triennial Review Remand Order” or “TRRO”). The Notice, however, fails
to reference any provision in the TRRO that permits SBC {o implement its interpretation of that
Order without amending its ICAs. Such an omission is not surprising given that the FCC
expressly held to the contrary.

The FCC stated, “We expect that incumbent LECs and competing carriers will implement the
Commission’s findings as directed by Section 252 of the Act. Thus, carriers must implement
changes to their interconnection agreements consistent with our conclusions in this Order. . . .
Thus, the incumbent LEC and competitive LEC must negotiate in good faith regarding any
rates, terms, and conditions necessary to implement our rule changes.” TRRO 233

"CLECALL 05-017, 05-018, 05-019 and 05-020
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(footnote omitted and emphasis added). Far from authorizing SBC to implement the TRRO
unilaterally, the FCC has required that SBC negotiate with XO to amend their ICAs to
Incorporate the most recent changes to the FCC’s rules.

The transition plaons set forth in the TRRO also expressly apply to the ICA amendment process.
The QOrder provides that “carriers have twelve months from the effective date of this Order to
modify their interconnection agreements, including completing any change of law process.”
TRRO Y 143 & 196 (emphasis added). The FCC thus established the transition period to
provide the time required for SBC and XO to amend their intetconnection agreements, not just to
transition affected UNEs to alternative facilities or arrangements.

Nor could the TRRO's provisions otherwise be self-effectnating as SBC assumes in the Notice.
The Order states, “Of course, the transition mechanism adopted here is simply a default process,
and pursuant to sechon 252(a)(1), carriers remain free to negotiate alternative arrangements
superseding this transition period.” TRRO Y 145 & 198. SBC may not unilaterally implement
the TRRO transition plan when that period has been established to provide time to amend the
ICAs and the entire transition plan itself 1s subject to being replaced by a plan negotiated or
arbitrated between the parties.

XO has no interest in unreaseonably delaying implementation of changes in federal law. Indeed,
SBC has yet to implement effective provisions of the Triennial Review Order, including
commingling and conversions of special access services to UNEs, and XO seeks expeditiously to
incorporate those reguircments into the parties’ ICAs. Accordingly, XO by way of Icticrs to
SBC dated Fcbruary 18", 2005, has formally requested that SBC engage in negotiations to
amend those [CAs to conform to current legal requirements.

Pending the outcome of those negotiations, however, XO expects SBC to comply with the
cxisting 1CAs. If SBC refuses to process XO's orders for UNEs, XO will view such failure as
unlawful and an act of bad faith, and XO will immediately take appropriate iegal and regulatory
actions.

Sincerely,

Kristin U. Shulman
Executive Directot — Regulatory Affairs

Cc:  Larry Cooper
Cheryl Woodward-Sullivan
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration

ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S. Akard, 9" Fioor
Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

Attached are separate notices from XO Communications Services, Inc. requesting SBC begin
good-faith negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a
mutually agreeable [CA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have
occurred as a result of the Triennlal Review Remand Order, and to the extent necessary the
Triennial Revisw Order. Attached are individual notices from XO Communications Services,
Inc., on behalf of and/or as successor in interest to:

XO Illinois, Inc. Allegiance Telecom of lllinois, (NG, Coast to Coast
Telecornmunications, Inc,

X0 Michigan, Inc. Allegiance Telecom of Michigan, Inc,

X0 Ohio, Inc. Allegiance Telecom of Qbhio, Inc.
X0 Texas, Ing, Allegiance Telecom of Texas, Inc.

X Missouri, Inc. Allegiance Telecomn of Missourl, inc,

X0Q California, Inc. | Allegiance Telecom of California, Inc.

XO Indiana, Ine.

X0 Wisconsin, Inc.

A0 Oklahoma, Ing,

XO Arkansas, Inc.

X0 Kansas, Inc,

XO Connecticut, Inc.

XQ California, inc.
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KO Commiurnications, Inc, X 0

11111 Suneat Hilla Rgad
Restan, VA 20190
1154

February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 9 Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission {*FCC") released the
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Qbligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order™). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement (“JCA") between XQ' and Pacific Bell
Telephone Compeany d/b/a SBC California {“SBC”). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the [CA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and raquest that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutuelly
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. We intend that the negotiations will include
the effect of any independent state authority to order unbundling on SBC's ongoing obligation to
provide eccess te certain unbundled network elements.

XC notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Cormpensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Raview Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
comtinue in effect until such time as the Parties have exeguted a written amendment to the ICA.
Ag such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendment is executed.

1 *X0," for purposes of this notice, refers 1o XO Communications Services, [nc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to XO Californla, ine.

W, X G .G0M
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The main company contact for these negotiations is:

‘Gegl Leeger
Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-21089 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegi.leeger@xo.com

Plaase initiats the internal processas within SBC that will facilitate this request, and

respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your recsipt
so that we may begin the negetiation process.

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennjal Review Rernand Order's rules into
our revised interconnaction agreemsnt, the wire centars in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identitied and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data
necassary to verify the number of fines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Trisnnial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005,

Sincerely,

NI Y
Gegi Leege
Director Regulatory Contracts

WWW.X0.L0M
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X0 Communications, Ine. X 0

11111 Sunget Hills Boed
Reatnn, YA 20130
uia

February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 9" Fioor

Four Bell Plaza

Daltas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Fedaral Communications Commission (*FCC") released the
text of its Order on Remand in Int the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order”). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement (*ICA”") between XQ' and Wisconsin Bell
Telephone Company d/b/a/ SBC Wisconsin {(“SBC™). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the {CA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directad toward reaching a mutually
agregable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. |n addition, formal notice is hereby being
géven for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by
the Triennial Review Order that were unaffected by the Trionnial Review Remand Order? We
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on
SBC's ongolng obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elerments, as weli as
independent state authority to order unbundting.

! =X().” for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, [nc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to XO Wisconsin, Inc.

2 The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and X0 hereby reserves all
such rights, to seek imrnediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatur.

WA, X0, COM
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XQ.

XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
intervening Law, Compensation, intercennection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Trieninial Review Rermand Order, the existing terms of the parties' ICA
continua in effect until such time as the Panties have executed a written amendment to the ICA.
As such, XQ expects that both it and SBC will continu@ 1o honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconniection agreement until such time as a written amendment is executed.

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegi l.eeger

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20180
703-547-2109 voice
703-847-2300 facsirnile
Email: gegi.leeger@xa.com

Please initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt
s0 that we may begin the negotiation process,

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remarnd Order's rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup.data
necessary 10 verity the number ot lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005.

Sincerely,

Gegi Leeger \,Qq‘kﬁ

Director Reguiatory Contracts

WNWXEOM
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XO Communications, Ing, X 0
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11111 Supaet HiNs Read
Aomen, VA 20150
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 9™ Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Pallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC") released the
text of its Order on Remand in /n the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order™). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement (“ICA”) between X0O' and Pacific Bell
Telephone Company d/b/a SBC California (*SBC”). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice fs required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC’s determinations
in the Triennial Raview Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and reguest that SBC begin gaod-faith
negotiations under Saction 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a rmutually
agreeable [CA amendment that fuily and properly impiements the changes that have occurred
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being
given for purposes of agatn commsncing negotlations on the changes in law implemented by
the Triennial Review Order that ware unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Order® We
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on
SBC's ongoing obligation to provide access to cerntain unbundled network elements, as well as
independent state authority to order unbundling.

! “X0," for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to Allegiance Telecom of California, Ing.

2 The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request
should not be construed as a walver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby resarves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatur,

WY, KD LR
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XQ.

X0 notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendrment Superseding Certain
intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Trennial Review Rernand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect until such time as the Parties have execuled a written amendment to tha ICA.
As such, XQ expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor &ll terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendmant is executed.

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegi Leeger

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2108 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Emall: gegileeger@xo.com

Flease initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this reguest, and

respond to this letter as expeditiously as possibie with written acknowledgement of your receipt
s0 that we may begin the negotiation process.

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order's rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identifisd and verifiad. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that $SBC prowvide all backup data
nacessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators hy end
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005,

Sincerely,

Gegi Leager %

Director Regulatory Contracts

WWW, KELC0mM
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

3BC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S. Akard, 9™ Flgor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federat Communications Commission {"FCC”) released the
text of its Order on Remand in /n the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, GC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Femand Order’). The rules adopted in the Tnennial Review Remand Order congtitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement (/CA™ between XO' and Illlinois Bell
Telephone Company d/b/a/ SBC lllinois (*SBC"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that iCA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment ta implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Trisnnial Review Remarnd Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implaments the changes that have ocourred
as & resuit of the Triennial Review Remand Order. |n addition, formal notice is hereby being
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by
the Trisnnial Review Order that were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on
SBC's engoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as
independent state authority to order unbundling.

1 XQ,” for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to Allegiance Telecom of lllinois, Inc.

2 The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order In this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affectad by appeal or
vacatur,

WWW.XD.COM
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XQ.

XO notes that, pursuant 1o Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current (CA and
paragraph 233 of the Trisnnial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect until such time as the Parties have executed a written amendmaent to the |CA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC wiil continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendment is exaectted.

The main company contact for these negaotiations is:

Gegi Leeger

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegileeger@xo.com

Pleaé.e initiate the internal processes within SBC that will Jacilitate this reguest, and
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt
s0 that we may bagin the negotiation process.

Further, in order 1o timely incorporate the Triennjal Review Remand Order's rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transpert and D$1 and DS3 [cops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup. data
necessary 1o verity the number of ines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no iater than Friday,
February 25, 2005.

Sincerely,

Gegi Leeger 8

Directer Regulatory Cantracts

W XE.Com
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8, Akard, 9" Ficor

Four Beil Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") released the
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of Incurnbent Local Exchange Catriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order”). The rules adopted in the Triennlal Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement (*ICA") between XO' and Michigan Bell
Telephone Company d/b/a/ SBC Michigan (*SBC"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Ordar.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notics, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by
the Triennial Raview Order that were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Tealecarn Act on
SBC’s ongoing cbligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as
independent state authority to arder unbundling.

140, for purposes of this notice, refers to X0 Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to Allegiance Telecom of Michigan, Inc.

% The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate refief for SBC's continued refusel, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO naot affected by appeal or
vacatur.

WVWLALXO COTT]
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XQ.

XQ notes that, pursuant 1o Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect until such time as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA,
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendment is exacuted,

The main company contact for these negatiations is:

Gegi Leeger

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegi.leeger@xo.com

Please initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowtedgement of your receipt
so that we may begin the negotlation process.

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order’s rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and D83 loops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
cifice for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
Fabruary 25, 2005.

Sincerely,

Gegi l.eeger g-(;

Director Regulatory Contracts

WINWLXG SO
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X0 Communleatians, nc, X 0

11111 Bupeet Mills Rond ™
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 5" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dalias, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission (“*FCC™) released the
text of its Qrder on Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Dacket No, 01-338 (*Triennial Review
Remand Qrder”). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement ("ICA") between XO' and Southwestern Bell
Telephone, L.P. d/b/a SBC Missouri (“SBC™). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Secand
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notige is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment 1o implement into the 1CA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hergby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1896 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreeabls |CA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by
the Triennial Review Order that were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on
SBC’s ongoing cbligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as
independent state authority to order unbundiing.

1 m%Q,” for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to Alleglance Telecom of Missouri, Inc.

® The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XQ may have, and XO hersby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negetiation
baetween the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatyur.

WiV, X0.LaM
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XQ.

XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisians of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effact until such time as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to henor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendment is executed,

The main company contact for these negetiations is:

Gegi Lesger

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegl.leeger@xo.com

Please initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt
80 that we may begin the negotiation process,

Further, in order 1o timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order’s rules into
our revised interconnection agraement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criterie for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified, Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup.data
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collacators by end
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each lier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005.

Sincerely,
Gegi Leager k
Director Regulatory Contracts

WWW.XD.COM
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XO Cammunications, Ine, X 0
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February 18, 2005

ViA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 5. Akard, 9™ Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Deallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC™ released the
text of its Order on Remand in /n the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No, 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order’). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement ("ICA”) between XO' and Ohio Bell
Telephene Company d/bfa/ SBC Ohio (*SBC"). Pursuant 1o Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that [CA, formal written notice is required to begin the precess of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecomn Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreeabls ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being
given for purposes of agaln commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by
the Triennial Review Orderthat were unaffacted by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We
intand that the negotiations will Inciude the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on
SBC's ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as
independert state authority to order unbundling.

' *X0,” for purposes of this notice, refars to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
andfor as successor in interest to Allegiance Telecom of Ohio, Ine.

2 The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Trienniel Review Order in this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRQ not affected by appeal of
vacatur,

WAN. XD LOMY
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XQ.

XQ notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Sacond Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, Imerconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Ordar, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect urtil such time as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnaction agreement until such time as a written armendment is executed.

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegi Leeger

Director Reguiatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegl.ieeger@xo.com

Please initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and

respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt
so that we may begin the negotiation process,

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Trennial Review Remand Order's rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and D$1 and D53 locps must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that $BC provide all backup. data
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identfty of the fibar-based collocaters by end
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be pravided by no (ater than Friday,
February 25, 2005,

Sincerely,
Gepi Loeger 3
Director Regulatory Contracts

YA, X0.COM
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAJL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 9" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5298

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC™) released the
taxt of its Orcler on Remand in /n the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement (“ICA") between XO' and Southwestern Bell
Telephone, L.P, d/b/a SBC Texas (“SBC™), Pursuant 1o Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment
Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions
of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering into negdtiations to
arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations in the Trisnnial
Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1806 Telecorn Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreeabls ICA amendment thet fully and propery implements the changes that have occurred
as @ result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, tormal notice is hereby being
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by
the Triennial Review Order that were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on
SBC's ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as
independent state authority to order unbundting.

T =X0,” for purposes of this notice, refers to X0 Communications Services, Ing., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to Allegiance Telecom of Texas, Inc.

% Tha inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Qrder in this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reservss all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to Implement thoge provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatur.

www, X0 Com
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XQ.

XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ JCA
continue in effect until such time as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement unti! such time as a written amendment is executed.

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegi Lesger

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-847-2109 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Emall: gegi.leeger@xo.com

Please initfate the intemal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this [etter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt
so that wa may begin the negotiation process,

Further, in arder to limely incorporate the Triannial Review Remand Order’s rules into
our revised Interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operaling areas that satisty the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XQ hereby requests that SBC provide all backup. data
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tler as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005.

Sincerely,

e

Director Regulatory Contracts

WIVW.XQ.COM
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 9" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Cormmunications Commission ("FCC™) released the
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling
Obiigations of Incurnbent Local Exchange Carrfers, CC Docket No. 01-838 ("Triennial Review
Remand Order"). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement (ICA”) between XO' and Michigan Bell
Telephone Company d/bia/ SBC Michigen (“SBC™). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intarvening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written natice is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Trienniat Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching & mutually
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. |h addition, formal notice is hereby being
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by
the Triennial Review Order that were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We
intend that the negotiations will include the sffect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on
SBC's ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well s
independent state authority to order unbundling.

' X0Q," for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications, inc., on behalf of Coast to
Coast Telecommunications, Ing.

2 The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request
should not be construed as a walver of any right XO may have, and X0 heraby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusai, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRQ not affected by appeal or
vacatur,
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XQ.

XO notes that, pursuant 1o Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Interveéning Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect until such time as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current Interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendment is exacuted.

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegi Leeger

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Supset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegileeger@xo.com

Please initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and

respond to this latter as expaditiously as possible with written acknowliadgement ot your receipt
50 that we may begin the negotiation process,

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order’s rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup.data
necessary to verify the number of lines and the Identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
office for sach end office that SBG claims fall within 2ach tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,

February 25, 2005.
Sincerfiy.
Gegi Leeger 3

Director Regulatory Contracts

WWW,.XQ .GIHTH
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 8" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Cormmission (*FCC") released the
text of its Order on Remand in in the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carrfers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Trisnnial Review
Remand Order"). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement ("JCA™) between XQ' and lliinois Bell
Talaphone Company d/b/a/ SBC IHinois ("SBC™). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of ertering
into negotiations to arive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBGC begin goad-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implernents the changes that have occurred
as a result of the Triennlal Review Remand Ordoer.

XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Roview Remand Ordar, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect untl such fime as the Parties have executed a written amendment o the ICA,
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendment is executed,

! "X0," for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to XQ inois, Inc.
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The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegi Leager

Director — Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hitlls Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2108 voice
.703-547-2300 facsimile

Email. gegi.leeger@xo.com

Please initiate the Internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this letter as sxpeditiousty as possible with written acknowledgement of your recaipt
s0 that we may begin the negotiation process.

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order’s rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating ereas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data
necessary 1o verify the number of fines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
office for each end office that SBC claims fail within each tier as those tiers are defined In the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005.

Sincerely,

Gegi Leega$ %

Director Regulatory Contracts

WA G EOM
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February 18, 2005

YIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8, Akard, 8" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission (“FCGC") released the
text of its Qrder on Remand In /n the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Ordar”). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute 2 change
in law under the current interconnection agreement (“ICA”") between XO' and Southwestern Ball
Telephone, L.P. d/b/a SBC Arkansas (“SBC"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the [CA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith negotiations
under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually agreeable (CA
amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred as a result of the
Triennial Review Remand Order. In eddition, formatl notice is hereby being given for purposes
of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review
Order that were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We intend that the
negotiations will include the sffect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on SBC's ongoing
obligation to provide access to certain unbundied network elements, as well as independeant
state authority to order unbundting.

X0 " for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to XO Arkansas, Inc.

% The incluston of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Raview Order in this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negetiation
between the parties, 1o implement those provisions of the TRO not affectad by appeal or
vacatur.

WWALRO.COM
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XQ.

XQ notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, (nterconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effact until such time as the Parties have executed & written amendment to the ICA,
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendment is executed.

The main company contact for these negatiations is:

Gegi Leeger

Director Regulatory Conitracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Raston, VA 20190
703-547-2103 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegi.leeger@xo.com

Please initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this lefter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt
s0 that we may begin the negotiation process.

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order's rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC pravide all backup.data
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data shoutd he provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005.

Sincerety,
Gegi Leager
Director Regulatory Contracts

WWW XD .G
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Fabruary 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S. Akard, 8" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC") released the
text of its Order on Bemand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obiigations of incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order”). The rules adopted in the Triennia! Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law unider the current interconnection agreement (“ICA”) between XQ' and The Southern New
England Telephone Company d/b/a/ SBC Connecticut ("SBC™). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the
Second Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC’s determinations
in the Triennial Review Rermand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1986 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreeeble (CA armendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have oocurred
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being
given for purposes of again cormmencing negotiations on the changes in law Implemented by
the Trennjal Review Order that were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1896 Telecom Act on
SBC's ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as
independent stata authority to order unbundling.

' *X0," for purposes of this notics, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in Intersest to XO Connecticut, Inc.

2 The inclusion of changes in law implementad by the Triennial Review Qrder in this request
should not be construed as e waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negatiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRQ not affected by appaal or
vacatur,
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XQ.

. X0 notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect until such time as the Parties have execuled a written amendment to the (CA.
As such, XO expacts that both it and SBC will continue to honor ail terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreament untii such time as a written amendment is executed.

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegi Leeger

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Emall: gegi.leeger@xo.com

Please initlate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this lefter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt
so that wa may begin the negotiation process.

Further, in aorder to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Ordar's sules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisty the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
cffice for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005.

Sincerely,

Gegl Leeger g

Director Regulatory Contracts

VAW X0 GO
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February 18, 2005

IA QVERNIG L

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 9" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On Feabruary 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC”) released the
text of its Order on Remand in /n the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand QOrder"). The rules adopted in the Trennial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement {("ICA") between XO' and Indiana Bell
Telephone Company d/b/a/ SBC Indiana {*SBC™). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice s required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implermnent into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin gocd-faith
negotiations under Section 262 of the 1996 Telscom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreseable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred
as a resull of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law impiemented by
the Triennial Review Order that were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Ordar? We
intend that the negotiations will inchude the effect of section 271 of the 1898 Telocom Acton
SBC’s ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundied network elements, as well as
independent state authority to order unbundling.

' "XO.” for purpases of this notice, refars to XO Communications Services, Ing,, on behalf of
and/or as successor In interest to XO Indiana, Inc.

? The inclusion of changes in faw implernented by the Triennial Aeview Order in this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all
such rights, to sesk immediate rellef for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatur.,
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XQ.

. XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect until such time as the Parties have exscuted a written amendment to the ICA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current fnterconnection agreement untit such time as a written amendment is executed.

The main company contact far these negaotiations is;

Gegi Lesger

Dirsctor Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2108 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegi.leeger@xo.com

Please Initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this lefter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your recelpt
so that we may begin the negatiation process.

Further, in order to timely incorparate the Triennial Review Remand Order's rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire cenlers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tler 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified, Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data
necessary to varify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based colfocators by end
office for sach end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as thoss tiers are defined in the

Triennial Review Remand Qrdef. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
Fabruary 25, 2005.

Sincerely,
Gegi Le=.».9geS r g
Director Regulatory Contracts
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Noticas Manager
311 S, Akerd, 8" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On Fabruary 4, 2005, the Federai Communications Commission ("FCC”) released the
text of its Crder on Remand in /n the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carrfers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Trisnnial Review
Remand Order”). The nules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Qrder constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement (“ICA”) between XO' and Southwestem Bell
Telephone, L.P. d/b/a SBC Kansas (“SBC”). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment
Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions
of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering into negotlations to
arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations in the Triennial
AReviaw Remand Qrder. '

Accordingly, we hereby provide this netice, and request that SBC begin good-faith negotiations
under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecorn Act directed toward reaching a mutuelly agreeable ICA
amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have ocgurred as a resuit of the
Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is heraby belng given for purposes
of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by the Triennfal Review
Grdar that were unaffected by the Trisnnial Review Remand Order? Weintend that the
negotiations will Include the effect of section 271 of the 1998 Telecom Act on SBC's ongoing
obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as independent
state authority to order unbundiing.

T *XQ," for purpeses of this notice, refers to X0 Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successar in interest to XO Kansas, Inc.

? The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continuad refusal, after months of hegotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vagatur.
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XQ.

XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Supersading Certain
Intervening Lew, Cornpensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current (CA and
paragraph 233 of the Trennial Revisw Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect until such time as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the (CA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor ali terme and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendment is executed.

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegi Leeger

Diractor Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegi.leeger@xo.com

Please initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this letter as expeditiously as pessible with written ecknowledgement of your recesipt
50 that we may begin the negctiation process.

Further, in arder to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order’s rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 locps must bg
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup:data
hecessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
affice for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Aemand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005.

Sincerely,

(fja&ger 8

Director Regulatory Contracts
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

8BC Cantract Administration
ATIN: Nofices Manager
311 8. Akard, 9" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Cornmission (*FCC") released the
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order”). The rules adopted in the Triannial Review Ramand Order canstitute a change
in law under the current interconnaction agreement (“ICA”) between XO' and Michigan Bell
Telaphone Company d/b/a/ SBC Michigan ("SBC"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Centain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC’s determinations
in the Triennial Review Rermand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreeable |ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have oceurred
as a result of the Trisnnial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by
the Triennial Review Order that were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on
SBC's ongaing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network slements, as well as
Independent state authority t0 order unbundling.

1 X0,” for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to XO Michigan, Inc.

2 The inciusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request
shauld not ba construed as a waijver of any right XO may have, and XQ heraby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after monthe of negotiation
between the parties, to implemsnt those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatyr,
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